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The  Banat  is  the  strip  of  territory  bounded  by 
the  Danube  in  the  South,  the  Tisza  in  the  West, 
the  Maros  in  the  North  and  the  Carpathians  in 
Hhe  East.  The  name  dates  only  from  1718,  i.e. 
from  the  Peace  of  Passarovits  (Pozarevats)  or 
by  which  Austria  acquired  the  province,  which 
had  never  before  been  one  administrative  unit, 
V\  from  the  Turks.  Until  then  and  for  many  cen- 
turies the  lowlands  had  been  regarded  as  sepa- 
rate from  the  mountainious  district,  now-known 
as  the  Comitat  (county)  of  Krasso-Szoreny.  In 
the  13th  Century,  King  Bela  IV  of  Hungary 
formed  the  eastern  district  into  the  Banat  of 
rC.  Severin  and  entrusted  the  province  to  the  Knights 
of  the  Order  of  the  St.  John  for  the  purpose  of 
defending  the  frontier  against  the  Kumans  and 
Bulgars.  Throughout  the  14th  and  15th  centu- 
ries the  Banat  of  Severin  existed  as  a frontier- 
province  bordering  on  the  Turkish  Empire. 
From  the  12th  to  the  14th  century,  the  low, 
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level  part  of  the  Banat  was  divided  into  counties 
(comitats),  viz  : Csanad,  Torontal,  Horom,  Keve 
and  Temes.  Some  of  the  local  counts  (comites) 
distinguished  themselves  in  the  wars  against 
the  Turks,  notably  Pipo  de  Ozora,  John  Hu- 
nyadi  and  count  Paul  Brankovitch.  Eventually 
several  adjacent  districts  (Horom,  Keve  and 
Torontal)  were  placed  under  one  count,  for  the 
purpose  of  better  defence  against  the  Turks, 
and  in  the  reign  of  King  Mathias  I (1458- 1490) 
we  find  the  central  and  western  part  of  the 
Banat  referred  to  as  the  ‘ ‘ Capitaneatus  partium 
regni  inferiorum  ”,  or,  still  later,  as  the  “ Du- 
cato  di  Temisvar  ” or  “ Provintia  de  Temisvar”. 

Under  the  Turks  (1552-1716)  the  western  and 
central  districts  of  the  Banat  were  united  under 
the  name  of  the  Vilayet  of  Temesvar,  while  the 
eastern  part  retained  its  statuts  as  a separate 
province.  This  part  was  turned  into  the  Banat 
of  Lugos,  and  until  1658  ruled  over  by  the 
Princes  of  Transylvania  as  a province  tributary 
to  the  Turkish  Empire.  In  1658  parts  of  it  were 
incorporaied  with  the  vilayet  of  Temesvar. 

When  the  Austrians  gained  possession  of 
the  Banat  in  1718,  they  renamed  it  after  the 
Vilayet  of  Temesvar,  calling  it  the  Banat  of 
Temes,  to  which  were  added  parts  of  the  Banat 
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of  Lugos,  viz.  the  present  district  of  Krasso- 
Szorbny.  The  new  Austrian  province  was  pre- 
sently given  a military  organisation  under  a 
governor  with  Temesvar  as  the  capital.  But 
the  military  administration  of  the  united  Banat 
was  only  short-lived.  In  1751  the  northern 
parts  were  given  civil  administration,  while 
the  south  remained  under  military  authority 
forming  a kind  of  military  frontier.  In  1773  the 
Southern  Banat  was  definitely  constituted  the 
Serbian  Military  Frontier  (Confins  militaires) 
while  the  western  formed  the  autonomous  Ser- 
bian county  of  Kikinda.  The  northern  Banat 
was  incorporated  with  Hungary  in  1779  and 
divided  into  four  countis,  viz.  Torontal,  Temes, 
Krasso  and  Szoreny ; but  the  military  frontier 
remained  in  being  until  1873,  and  the  district 
of  Kikinda  until  1874  when  they  were  incorpo- 
rated with  county  of  Torontal.  Thus  the  Banat 
was  never  united  under  one  military  and  judi- 
cial administration.  The  eastern  mountainous 
districts  were  always  under  a separate  adminis- 
tration, both  military  and  judicial , controlled 
from  Transylvania,  as  distinct  from  the  plains. 

The  county  of  Torontal  has  an  area  of  10,016 
Sq.  km.;  that  of  Temes,  7,433  ; Krasso-Szorbny 
11,074;  the  total  area  of  the  three  counties 
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being  28,523  eg.  km.  The  eastern  part  of  the 
Banat  is  mountainious  and  of  the  same  cha- 
racter as  Transylvania.  The  main  slope  is 
westward  with  the  result  that  all  the  rivers  of 
the  Banat  (Maros,  Begej,  Temes,  Brzava, 
Karas,  etc.)  flow  in  that  direction,  i.  e.  they 
converge  towards  Belgrade  and  the  line  of  the 
Morava  and  Vardar  valleys.  The  climate  of 
the  plains  resembles  that  of  the  Alfold.  In 
other  words,  a hot  summer  is  quickly  followed 
by  a very  cold  autumn.  The  climate  of  the 
eastern  parts  is  more  equable.  The  central 
and  western  district  of  the  Banat  and  those 
adjoining  the  Backa  are  the  most  fertile  in 
Hungary  .The  eastern  hills  are  rich  in  mine- 
rals (coal,  copper,  and  especially  iron  ore). 
There  are  three  free  Royal  boroughs  in  the 
Banat  ( liberae  civitates  regiae),  — Pantchevo 
(with  a mainly  Serbian  population),  Versetz 
(seat  of  a Serbian  orthodox  bishop)  and  Temes- 
var  (also  the  seat  of  a Serbian  orthodox  bishop). 
Five  cities  in  the  province  have  their  own 
courts,  — Betchkerek  (Serbian  majority), 
Kikinda  (Serbian  majority)  Bela  Crkva  (Weiss- 
kirchen,  German  majority),  Karansebesz  (Rou- 
manian majority)  and  Lugos  (Rumanian  majo  - 
rity).  The  counties  are  subdivided  into  dis- 
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tricts,  Torontal  into  14,  Temes  into  11,  Krasso- 
Szorbny  into  14,  — making  a total  of  39  dis- 
tricts. 

Different  Nationalities  in  the  Banat. 

1.  Serbs.  Of  all  the  nationalities  repre- 
sented to-day  in  the  Banat,  the  Serbs  have 
been  there  longest.  They  settled  there  as 
early  as  the  6th  century  at  the  time  of  their 
migration  from  their  original  home  beyond 
the  Carpathians;  and  maintained  themselves 
in  spite  of  invasions  by  Avars,  Bulgars  and 
finally  Magyars  who  subjugated  the  Serbs  (or 
Jugoslavs)  of  those  parts  in  the  10th  century. 
The  Serbian  influence  was  very  great  in  the 
Banat  during  the  11th  and  12th  centuries. 
Towards  the  end  of  the  14th  century  the  Ser- 
bian element  was  greatly  reinforced  by  Bal- 
kan Serbs  compelled  to  emigrate  by  the  Tur- 
kish conquest  of  the  Peninsula.  During  the 
course  of  the  15th  century  South  Hungary, 
and  especially  Torontal,  was  systematically 
colonized  by  the  Serbian  Despots  (princes) 
Stephan  Lazarevitch  and  George  Brankovitch, 
who  were  lords  of  the  county  at  that  time. 
During  the  latter  half  of  the  15th  century  the 
Hungarian  Serbs  rallied  round  the  Serbian 
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Despots,  who  were  confirmed  in  their  dignity 
in  1471  by  King  Mathias  I of  Hungary.  In  a 
letter  written  to  Pope  Sixtus  IV  in  1483,  King 
Mathias  states  that  200,000  Serbs  had  migra- 
ted to  Hungary  during  the  years  between  1479 
and  1483. 

Most  of  these  Serbs  settled  in  the  Banat. 
During  the  course  of  the  16  th  century  these 
immigrations  assumed  for  greater  proportions. 
The  magyar  inhabitants  fled  north  before  the 
Turks.  Under  the  Turks  (1552  1716)  the  Serbs 
constituted  the  sole  integral  ethnic  community 
in  the  central  and  western  Banat,  as  may  be 
seen  from  the  Turkish  registers  of  taxpayers 
and  from  the  topography  of  the  country.  In  a 
contemporary  Hungarian  document  the  Banat 
is  spoken  of  Racz-Orszag,  the  land  of  Rascia, 
meaning  “ the  land  of  the  Serbs  ” (Rascia  being 
the  old  name  for  Serbia).  Old  mapes  of  the  16th 
until  17  th  century  (Lazius,  Tserning  and  Clu- 
verius)  call  this  country  Rascia.  In  the  letters 
of  Ferencz  II  Rakoczy  written  in  the  beginn- 
ings of  the  18  th  century  this  country  is 
nominated  Raczorszag,  the  Serbian  country. 
According  to  the  Hungarian  historian  Szent- 
klaray  there  were  four  Serbian  bishoprics  in 
the  Banat  under  the  Turkish  domination,  all  of 


them  under  the  ecclesiastic  jurisdiction  of  the 
Patriarchate  of  Pec  and  17  Serbian  monastries, 
most  of  them  in  the  country  of  Temes,  the 
foundations  of  Serbian  despots  and  nobles. 
This  state  of  affairs  continued  in  western  and 
central  Banat  even  under  Austrian  rule  for  a 
long  time,  and  that  in  spite  of  the  colonisation 
by  German  and  Magyar  settlers. 

At  the  great  National  Diet  of  Temesvar  in 
1790  the  Serbs  requested  the  Emperor  Leopold 
to  constitute  the  western  and  central  part  of 
the  Banat  an  autonomous  province  under  his 
son  Alexander.  In  spite  of  promises  from 
Vienna  however,  the  wishes  of  the  Serbs 
remained  unfulfilled.  Only  much  later,  in 
1848  was  the  Banat  incorporated  with  the 
Serbian  Vojvodina  (Duchy)  with  Temesvar  as 
the  capital.  When  in  1874  the  Banat  was 
definitely  incorporated  with  Hungary,  the  Serbs 
still  constituted  the  most  important  ethnic  com- 
munity in  the  province.  It  was  at  Bechkerek 
in  Torontal  that  in  1868  Dr.  Svetozar  Miletitch 
put  forward  the  political  programme  of  the 
Serbs  in  Hungary,  and  in  1884  this  programme 
was  modified  at  Kikinda,  another  city  of  the 
Banat.  To  Serbian  literature  the  Banat  has 
given  the  great  philosopher  Dositheus  Obrado- 
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vitch,  the  poets  Gjura  Jakshitch  and  Jovan 
Popovitch,  also  the  first  modern  Serbian  pain- 
tors,  Pavle  Jovanovitch  and  Urosh  Preditch, 
ihe  first  modern  historian,  George  Branko- 
vitch,  and  finally  the  world-renowned  physicist 
Michael  Pupin,  Professor  in  New-York,  and 
Marshal  Radomir  Putnik. 

Rumanians.  — According  to  Constantine 
Jirecek,  professor  of  history  at  the  University 
of  Vienna,  and  one  of  the  greatest  authorities 
on  the  Latin  element  in  the  Balkans,  the  Ruma- 
nians are  not  descended  from  Trajan’s  colonists 
in  Dacia,  but  are  indigenous  Balkan  people. 
This  theory  is  shared  by  German,  Magyar  and 
Russian  scholars.  From  the  Balkans  the  Ru- 
manes  migrated  to  Vallachia  and  Transylvania 
during  the  course  of  the  11th  and  12th  centu- 
ries ; they  made  their  appearance  in  the  eastern 
Banat  (county  of  Krasso-Sz&reny)  in  the  13th 
century,  and  in  the  centuries  that  followed 
made  their  way  gradually  into  the  hilly  regions 
of  the  present  county  of  Temes.  It  was  not 
until  the  twenties  of  the  18th  centuries  that  the 
Rumanian  began  to  people  the  lowlands  of  the 
Banat. 

Throughout  the  Middle  Ages  and  under  the 
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Turkish  domination  the  Rumanians  did  not 
play  an  important  political  role.  Under  Aus- 
trian rule,  up  to  1864,  the  Rumanes  of  the  Banal 
and  Transylvania  were  under  the  ecclesiastic 
jurisdiction  of  the  Serbian  Archbishop  of  Kar- 
lovci  in  Srem  (Syrmia).  Not  a single  monas- 
try  owes  its  foundation  to  the  Rumanes  of  the 
Banat,  nor  have  they  produced  a single  perso- 
nality of  note  in  Rumanian  science  and  litera- 
ture. From  the  very  first  the  Rumanians  there 
have  been  a landless  people,  as  most  of  them 
ar  to  this  day,  while  the  Serbs  own  77^.502 
hectar  of  land  in  the  western  and  central  Banat 
alone,  apart  from  property  held  by  Serbian 
church  parishes  and  other  communities. 

Germans.  — When  Austria  acquired  the 
Banat  (1718),  her  sovereigns  at  once  inaugurated 
the  systematic  colonisation  by  Germans  of  the 
western  and  central  parts  of  the  Province. 
This  colonisation  was  particularly  active  during 
the  reign  of  the  Empress  Maria-Theresa  (1740- 
1780),  when  large  numbers  of  Germans  from 
the  Rhine  Province,  Mayence,  Cologne,  Baden 
and  Hesse  emigrated  to  the  Banat. 

Magyars.  — Magyar  colonies  are  of  even 
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more  recent  origin  than  German  in  the  Banat, 
the  oldest  being  Rittberg,  which  dates  from  1790. 
Colonisation  became  more  active  between  1840 
and  1847,  and  since  1867  it  has  been  carried 
out  systematically. 

Czecho- Slovaks.  — The  Czech o-Slovaks  are 
comparatively  modern  setlers  in  the  Banat 
their  oldest  settlements  have  been  founded 
between  1823-1830.  Czech  settlements  are  to  be 
found  in  the  Moldava  district  (county  of  Krasso- 
Szorbny). 

Bulgars.  — These  number  several  thousand 
and  are  to  be  found  in  the  localities  of  Vinga, 
Temesrekas  (county  of  Temes),  Besenovo 
(county  of  Torontal),  likewise  in  Karansebes 
and  Orsava.  They  settled  in  the  Banat  in  1737. 

Numerical  proportion  oj  the  nationalities  in 
the  Banat.  — According  to  the  Hungarian  offi- 
cial census  returns,  the  Magyars  are  in  absolute 
majority  in  the  borough  of  Turkish  Kanisha 
(Tordk-Kanisza),  where  52  per  cent  of  the 
population  are  Magyars  as  against  36  per  cent 
Serbs.  In  the  county  of  Torontal  the  Ruma- 
nians are  in  absolute  majority  only  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Alibunar,  Rumanians  51  per  cent,  Serbs 


40  per  cent,  while  the  Germans  are  in  abso- 
lute majority  (in  this  county)  in  the  districts  of 
Czeney  (Germans  53  per  cent,  Serbs  19  per 
cent),  Peryamos  (Germans  55  per  cent;  Serbs, 
11  per  cent),  Zsomboly  or  Hatzfeld  (Germans 
54  per  cent;  Serbs  8 per  cent).  The  Serbs  are 
in  the  majority  in  the  county  of  Torontal  in  the 
towns  of  Pantchevo,  Beczkerek,  and  Kikinda. 

In  the  county  of  Temes  the  Serbs  are  in 
absolute  majority  in  the  district  of  Bela  Crkva 
(Serbs,  57  per  cent;  Rumanians,  22  per  cent) 
and  almost  in  absolute  majority  in  that  part  of 
Kovin  (Serbs  48  per  cent;  Rumanians  16  per 
cent),  while  the  numerical  proportion  is  almost 
equal  in  the  district  of  Vrchatz,  including  the 
town  of  that  name  which  is  the  seat  of  the 
Serbian  bishop.  The  Germans  are  in  majority 
in  the  districts  of  Kozponti  (49  per  cent)  and 
Novi  Arad  (56  per  cent),  and  in  the  towns  of 
Bela  Crkva,  Vrchatz  and  Temesvar.  The  Ru- 
manians are  in  absolute  majority  in  the 
districts  of  Buzias  (64  per  cent),  Czakovo  (57  per 
cent),  Lipova  (61  per  cent)  and  Temes  Rekas 
(55  per  cent).  In  no  district  are  the  Magyars 
in  the  majority. 

In  the  county  of  Krasso-Szoreny  the  Serbs 
and  Czecho-Slovaks  together  constitute  the 
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majority  only  in  the  district  of  Moldava,  the 
southern  most  part  of  the  county. 

Thus  the  county  of  Torontal  and  the  sou- 
thern parts  of  the  county  of  Temes  are  both 
ethnically  Serbian,  but  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult matter  to  draw  the  line  of  demarcation 
between  Rumania  and  Jugoslavia  solely  on  the 
ethnical  principle.  A line  drawn  on  this  prin- 
ciple alone  would  meander  through  the  plains 
and  deprive  the  Jugoslav  State  of  an  important 
artery  of  communication,  viz.  the  Arad-Temes- 
var-Bazias  line.  Not  only  would  the  capital  of 
Serbia,  Belgrade,  be  exposed  hereby,  but  the 
whole  northern  frontier  of  Serbia.  At  the  time 
of  the  German-Austrian  offensive  in  the  autumn 
of  1915,  the  Serbs  realized  the  great  importance 
of  the  three  lines  Beczkerek-Pantchevo,  Petrovo- 
Selo-Kovin  and  Temesvar-Bazias,  which  skirt 
Serbia’s  northern  frontier.  The  slope  of  the 
land  in  Serbia  is  northward  with  the  result  that 
during  past  centuries  the  country  was  almost 
liable  to  attacks  from  the  neighbouring  King- 
dom of  Hungary.  This  danger  still  persists, 
because  of  the  German  desire  to  penetrate  into 
the  Morava-Vardar  valley  towards  Salonica, 
respectively  Constantinople.  Hence  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  sake  of  protection  to  let  the  Balkan 
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State  of  the  Serbs,  Croats  and  Slovenes  extend 
as  far  to  the  north  as  possible.  In  this  direc- 
tion the  river  Maros  (Morish)  is  the  natural 
frontier.  But  the  Jugoslav  State  also  needs  an 
adequate  eastern  frontier  where  it  will  border 
upon  the  future  Great  Rumania,  which  aspires 
to  the  Bukovina,  Bessarabia  and  Dobrudja, 
besides  Transylvania,  Krizhana  and  Mara- 
muresh.  The  best  frontier  line  would  be  that 
which  at  present  divides  the  county  of  Krasso 
from  Rumania  and  the  county  of  Hunyadi  in 
Transylvania.  But  as  the  Rumanians  consti- 
tute the  national*  majority  in  Krasso-Szordny, 
the  frontier  will  have  to  be  shifted  farther  west, 
so  as  to  run  parallel  with  the  ridge  of  moun- 
tains which  at  present  marks  the  frontier  bet- 
ween the  county  of  Krasso  and  Rumania. 
The  line  should  start  below  Kazan,  then  cross 
the  ridge,  first  in  a northerly  and  then  in  a 
north  westerly  direction,  until  it  reaches  Lippa 
on  the  Maros.  Thus  Jugoslavia  would  have 
the  entire  basin  of  the  Karas  and  Nera 
assigned  to  her,  and  also  the  Serbs  of  Krasso 
and  the  Black  Forest  of  the  Banat  to  the  north- 
east ofTemesvar. 

It  should  not  be  overlooked  that  if  the 
Rumanians  realise  their  national  aspirations, 


their  frontiers  will  in  any  case  include  close 
upon  three  million  subjects  of  alien  nationa- 
lities, and  they  can  therefore  well  afford  to 
renounce  the  two  hundred  thousand  Rumanian 
peasants  in  the  county  of  Torontal  et  Temes 
who  are  not  at  all  set  upon  union  with  Ruma- 
nia, as  they  are  well  aware  of  the  unfavou- 
rable conditions  for  the  peasantry  there.  As 
regards  the  Germans  and  Magyars,  they  would 

— if  they  were  given  the  choice  — prefer 
Serbia  to  Rumania,  as  was  recently  shown  at 
their  assembles  at  Novi  Sad  and  Temesvar, 
where  the  Germans  and  Magyars  expressed 
their  wishes  to  this  effect.  The  Jews,  who 
have  a large  community  in  Temesvar,  favour 
Serbia,  because  in  that  country  the  Jews  enjoy 
full  civil  and  political  rights,  whereas  in 
Rumania  they  do  not. 

Economic  Considerations.  — The  plains  of 
the  Banat,  which  form  part  of  the  great  Panno- 
nian  basin,  is  economically  linked  with  Bel- 
grade, and  thus  with  the  Morava-Vardar 
valleys.  All  the  l ivers  of  the  Banat  are  tribu- 
taries of  the  Danube  or  the  Tisza,  and  therefore 

— like  the  Save  and  the  Drave  — converge 
towards  Belgrade.  The  railways  of  the  Banat 
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likewise  follow  this  direction.  Belgrade  is 
therefore  the  great  emporium  for  the  southern 
part  of  the  Pannonian  basin  (the  Banat, 
Bachka,  Syrmia  or  Srem,  Slavonia),  the  pro- 
ducts of  which  are  bound  by  rail,  or  water 
either  for  Salonica  via  the  valleys  of  the 
Morava  and  Vardar,  or  via  Croatia  to  Rijeka 
(Fiume),  or  via  Bosnia  to  Spljet  (Spalato). 

Before  the  world  war,  Serbia  exported  a great 
deal  of  her  cereal  produce.  United  with  Mon- 
tenegro, Dalmatia,  Bosnia  and  Hercegovina, 
she  will  not  be  able  te  export  in  the  future, 
but  only  just  be  able  to  supply  the  barren  and 
improductive  of  the  Jugoslav  lands.  It  is 
therefore  not  only  just  but  absolutely  necessary 
from  the  economical  point  of  view  that  the 
plains  and  central  part  of  the  Banat  should 
form  part  of  the  State  of  the  Serbs,  Croats  and 
Slovenes. 

Rumania  does  not  stand  in  need  of  the  Banat, 
as  she  herself  is  one  of  the  greatest  granaries 
of  Europe.  Her  resources  as  a grain-produ- 
cing country  will  even  be  increased  by  the 
acquisition  of  parts  of  eastern  Hungary  and 
Bessarabia.  It  would  spell  economic  ruin  for 
the  Banat,  which  is  economically  linked  with 
the  Morava-Vardar  valleys  and  the  Adriatic,  to 
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be  united  with  Rumania.  Cut  off  from  that 
kingdom  by  a range  of  high  mountains  and 
only  poorly  connected  with  it  by  road  or  rail, 
producing  the  same  commodities  as  Rumania, 
the  Banat  would  soon  sink  into  insignificance 
without  any  prospect  of  improvement  in  the 
future. 

Finally,  in  determining  the  future  frontier 
between  Serbia  and  Rumania  it  should  also  be 
taken  into  account  how  much  these  two  coun- 
tries have  staked  and  sacrificed  in  order  to  help 
to  secure  an  Allied  victory  in  this  war.  Yet  in 
this  respect  it  is  superfluous  to  draw  a compa- 
rison between  Rumania  and  Serbia,  who  jointly 
with  the  Jugoslavs  contributed  greatly  in  1918 
to  the  defeat  of  Bulgaria  and  thus  to  the  rapid 
debacle  of  the  Central  Powers. 
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